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“CURRENT TOPICS. 


CoMPULSORY REGISTRATION comes into force for the parishes of 
Hampstead, St. Pancras, St. Marylebone, and St. George's, 
Hanover Square, on the ist of January. After that date a 
purchaser will not obtain the legal estate in any freehold land, 
or in any leasehold land (where there are 40 or more years to 
run or two or more lives to fall in) until he is registered as pro- 
es of the aye or ag interest, as the case may By 

or the of acqui estate, registration with a 
Seg a t=. 

i or. e new of the test import- 
ance as regards conveyancing, and the canes of the 
compneeny arte will be watched with keen interest. The con- 
troversy which for many years has been waged over it is still fresh 
in the recollection of our readers and it is unn to revert 
to it. Voluntary registration under the Acts of 1862 and 1875 
was a failure. The system of registration has been amended, 
and has been made compulsory. With these changes registra- 
tion of title is now to be put to the test of experience. 





Tue following Acts of last session come into operation on the 
lst of January: The Canals Protection (London) Act (61 & 
62 Vict. c. 16), the Locomotives Act (c. 29), the Prison Act 
(c. 41), the Benefices Act (c. 48), and the Inebriates Act (c. 60). 
The first-named Act provides for the protection of dangerous 
ag on canals within the administrative county of London. 

e initiative is vested in the local authority, which may be 
either the county council or the vestry, and if a canal company 
fail to comply with a requisition properly made under the Act, 
a court of summary jurisdiction may determine whether the 
alleged danger exists, and whether the works mentioned in the 
requisition are necessary. If the decision is adverse to the canal 
company, and the company still fail tocarry outthe works, the local 
authority may execute the works and recover from the company 
the costs payable by them. Ana will lie to quarter is. 
The Locomotives Act is i to facilitate the use of traction 
engines. The Prison Act introduces important changes in the 
management of prisons, but the details are left to be worked out 
by means of rules made by the Home Secretary. The rules ase 
not to authorize the infli of punishment except iu- 
certain y aecwwaleryy v and is made for separating 

9 





136 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Dec, 31,' 1898, 











Benefices Act inter alia imposes restrictions on the transfer of 
rights of patronage. When the transfer is completed after the 
lst of January it must be registered in the registry of the 
diocese, it must transfer the whole interest of the transferor save 
only in cases where a life interest is reserved to a settlor or a 
right of redemption to a mortgagor, and it is necessary that 
more than twelve months shall have elapsed since the last 
admission to the benefice. Section 2 of the Vaccination Act, 
1898 (c. 49), has been sufficiently in evidence for the last four 
months, but the remainder of the Act, which varies the system 
of public vaccination hitherto in force only now comes into 
operation. 


OnE oF THE most important of the Acts which come into 
Operation on the Ist of January, 1899, is the Inebriates Act, 
1898, under which habitual drunkards may be sentenced to 
detention in an inebriate reformatory for a term not exceeding 
three years. The London magistrates have been for months 
congratulating themselves that, with the New Year, they will 
have some deliverance from those unhappy wretches who are 
constantly being brought up charged with drunkenness. 
We fear, however, that many weeks must yet elapse 
before any use can be made of the power conferred by the 
Act, in spite of the provision that it shall come into opera- 
tion on the ist of January. At present there are 
no ‘State inebriate reformatories,’ so far as we know; 
and if there are, they cannot be used as such until regulations 
have been made by the Home Secretary for their manage- 
ment, and for the classification, treatment, employment, and 
control of persons detained therein. It is true that drunkards 
may be sent also to any certified inebriate reformatory 
the managers of which are willing to receive them; but 
here, again, the Act provides that the Home Secretary 
shall make regulations as to the management of these 
establishments and their inmates, and until the draft regula- 
tions which have been made are confirmed probably no 
— can be compulsorily sent to such reformatories. 

ction 21 of the Act provides that no regulation made under 
the Act shall come into effect until it has lain four weeks 
on the table of each House of Parliament whilst that House is 
sitting. As, however, the Act only became law on the 
12th of August, there has been no opportunity of yet laying the 
proposed regulations before Parliament, and so a considerable 
time must elapse before the regulations can come into force. 
In spite of this, it is submitted that advantage may be taken of 
the Act at the ensuing quarter sessions and assizes where the 
drunkard is convicted of any serious offence, for the Act pro- 
vides that the court may order the convicted person to be 
detained in a reformatory, in addition to, or in substitution for, 
any other sentence. Ina bad case, therefore, where the judge 
thinks the convicted drunkard should undergo a substantial 
term of imprisonment for his crime, before being treated for his 
malady, an order may be made for his detention in a reforma- 
tory at the expiration of his sentence. Then, if the sentence is 
of six months or more, no doubt a reformatory will be ready for 
the drunkard at the ond of the time. 





THE DRAFT model rules under the new Inebriates Act seem 
well fitted to meet the requirements of the case. They are 
framed in the spirit of the corresponding statutory provisions 
and rules in regard to lunatics. Patients are to be discharged 
on leave, work and exercise are to be encouraged, visits from 
friends are permitted. The Home Office is to be kept advised 
as to cases by a careful and exact system of reports. Mechani- 
cal restraint is limited to the strait jacket, which is only to be 
employed for the purpose of preventing a patient from injuring 
himself or others. No punishment for breach of discipline is to 
be inflicted till the accused has heard the charges and evidence 
against him, and has had an opportunity of making his defence. 
There are to be female warders for female patients, every re- 
formatory is to have a resident superintendent, every officer (a 
novel but, under the circumstances, necessary provision) is to be 
a total abstainer, and any patient becoming intoxicated or 
entering a public-house is to be liable, on conviction, to a fine 


not exceeding £20 or to three months’ imprisonment with or 





without hard labour. All sections of the public will follow with 
interest the working of the important experiment which these 
model rules and the Inebriates Act, 1898, inaugurate. 





Tue Serriep Land Act, 1882, makes careful provision for the 
purpose of preventing any interference by the settlor with the 
exercise by the tenant for life under the Act of the statutory 
powers thereby given. Thus, not only provisions prohibiting 
his exercising any such power, but provisions “attempting or 
tending or intended” to prevent him from exercising, or to 
induce him to abstain from exercising, or to put him into a 
position inconsistent with his exercising any such power, are to 
be deemed void, but only as far as they might operate in any such 
way as aforesaid ; and gifts of property other than the settled 
property, as well as gifts over of the settled property, may come 
within this avoiding clause as means of influencing the tenant 
for life contrary to the statute (see section 51). This enactment 
has been several times considered in connection with conditions 
as to residence on settled property. Such a condition was 
held to be void under section 51 in Re Paget (33 W. R. 
898, 30 Ch. D. 161), where the tenant for life wished 
to sell the property, though in Re Haynes, Kemp v. Haynes 
(36 W. R. 821, 87 Ch. D. 306), there being no sale in 
contemplation, the condition was upheld. In Re Lastman’s 
Settlement (reported ante, p. 114) a widow was tenant for life 
within section 58, sub-section 1 (vi.) of this Act of a house, with 
an annuity during residence, to be reduced upon her ceasing to 
reside. She wished to sell the house, and claimed that the 
reduction of the annuity was void under section 51. The reason 
for not residing was the health of her infant child. He would 
have the benefit of the reduction as the next remainderman, but 
under the circumstances, and the point seeming a clear one, his 
counsel did not oppose the widow’s claim. In her favour were 
the cases of Re Paget and Re Ames (41 W. R. 505; 1893, 2 Ch. 
479), where a gift of the income of a fund toa tenant for life of 
an estate defeasible on alienation by him of the estate was held 
not to cease on his selling it. Romer, J., thought that the 
reduction of the annuity was clearly void for the purposes of 
section 51, the words of which were, in the learned judge’s 
opinion, extremely strong, and he made an order accordingly. 





Arrention has recently been called by Mr. Mean, at the 
Thames police-court, to the fact that certain parents are 
directly encouraged to abandon their children by the policy 
followed by the London School Board of sending deserted 
children to industrial schools. The Industrial Schools Act 
provides for the detention in such schools of children under 
fourteen years of age who are beyond the control of their 
parents, or refractory in the workhouse, and of children under 
twelve convicted of crime for the first time; but it also allows 
children under fourteen to be sent to such schools who are 
found wandering without home or visible means of subsistence. 
These latter are often deliberately abandoned by their 
parents, and if they are sent to an industrial school, 
the guilty parent often succeeds, not only in altogether 
escaping any sort of penalty for his desertion, but also 
in avoiding any future responsibility for the support of 
his offspring. It is true that magistrates have power to 
order the parent of any child sent to an industrial school to 
contribute a weekly sum towards the support of the child; 
but such sum can only be recovered as a civil debt, and the 
difficulty of obtaining payment from a parevt of this 
class is well known. In fact, this sort of person laughs 
at such orders and defies them with impunity. The 
situation is different, however, when the destitute child is 
sent to the workhouse, for then, under the Vagrant Act, the 
parent may be sent to prison as a rogue and vagabond for three 
months with hard labour for running away and leaving his 
child, whereby the child has become chargeable to the unior. 
And if he offends in the same way a second time, he may be 
treated as an incorrigible rogue, and sent to prison for twelve 
months. It has several times lately been said that the industrial 
schools throughout the country are full to overflowing. A 
large number of these children have committed no offence, 
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and are only in such schools because they have been abandoned 
by their parents. It is surely undesirable that children 
of good character should be compelled to associate with 
the extremely vicious children who are found in large numbers 
in all these schools. The authorities concerned, therefore, should 
carefully consider whether the systematic sending of destitute 
children to industrial schools is not a direct encouragement to 
parents to desert their children, and a serious danger to the 
children themselves. Besides this, in the existing crowded state 
of the schools, the sending of innocent destitute children to the 
schocls seems often to be the cause of vicicus children having to 
be sent to prison for want of room in those places where they 
can be best dealt with. 





THE JURISDICTION to transfer to the High Court actions pending 
in the county courte, which is conferred by section 129 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), is, comparatively 
speaking, seldom invoked, though, on the other hand, actions 
are almost daily being remitted from the High Court to the 
county court under sections 65 and 66 of the Act. It was, 
however, exercised in the recent case of Jlarrow v. Flimby and 
Broughton Moor Coal and Fire Brick Co. (Limited), where, a 
plaintiff having failed in the couxty court in respect of her claim 
under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, applied to remove to 
the High Court an alternative claim for £50 damages, based on 
a common law liability for negligence, the avowed object of the 
plaintiff being to enable her to claim more than £50ythe limit of 
the county court jurisdiction. The judge at chambers, in ordering 
a certiorari to issue, imposed this condition—namely, that the 
order was not to confer on the plaintiff any right to recover 


larger damages than if the case remained in the ceunty court, as 


it was too late for the plaintiff to commence an action in the 
High Court, owing to lapse of time. In confirming this decision 
the Court of Appeal (A. L. Surrn, Riasy, and Cottins, L.JJ.), 
however, moulded the judge’s order so as to render it quite clear 
that the plaintiff was at liberty to contend, and the defendant to 
deny, that more than £50 was recoverable under the circum- 
stances. In this connection it may be stated that, not 
unfrequently, in the hurry and bustle of business at judges’ 
chambers, orders are made which either require moulding or 
reforming altogether. This, we believe, is especially the case 
with regard to orders remitting actions to county courts. Under 
no circumstances, it should be pointed out, can actions of contract 
or tort pending in the Queen’s Bench Division be remitted by 
the judge or master mero motu; for the County Courts Act, 1888, 
expressly provides that, in the case of an action of contract, the 
remitting order shall only be made on the application of either 
party (section 66), and, in the case of an action of tort, on the 
application of a defendant, supported by an affidavit that the 
plaintiff has no visible means of paying the defendant’s costs 
should the action fail (section 66 and see Reg. v. Stonor, 1884, 50 
L. T. 97). On the other hand, interpleader proceedings can be 
remitted to the county court from the High Court under section 
17 of the Judicature Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. c. 61), without the 
consent of any of the parties thereto, and it is moreover 
expressly provided by the County Courts Act, 1888, that 
equitable actions or matters may be transferred to the county 
courts by a judge of the Chancery Division, either upon 
application made to him by any of the parties, or “ without such 
application, if he shall think fit” (section 69). 








The following are the arrangements made by the judges (Justices Day 
and Bigham) for holding the winter assizes on the Northern Uircuit—viz. : 
The commissions will be opened at Appleby on Tuesday, January 17; 
at Carlisle on Thursday, January 19; at Lancaster on Tuesday, 
January 24; at Manchester on Friday, January 27; and at Liverpool on 
Monday, February 13. Civil business at Appleby, Carlisle, and Lan- 
caster will commence as soon as the criminal business is disposed of; at 
Mancherter on Saturday, January 28, at eleven o’clock, and at Liverpool 
on Tuesday, February 14, at eleven o’clock The trial of special jury 
causes will commence at Manchester on Saturday, January 28, and at 
Liverpo.1 on Tuesday, February 14, at the sitting of the court unless 
otherwi-e ordered. A list of causes for trial each day at Manchester and 
Liverpool will be posted in the corridor of the court and in the library. 
Where a cause in the list bas been settled immediate notice thereof must 
be given to the associate by the party who entered it. 





THE BENCH WITHOUT MR. JUSTICE HAWKINS. 


Tue New Year will find the bench of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature deprived of its most popular member, and Mr. 
Justice Hawkins will be followed into his retirement by the 
regrets of a larger portion of the community than would cOmcern 
itself about the disappearance of any other judge. There is no 
disputing the fact, which to lawyers. must be a somewhat 
humiliating admission. For “’Awxins,” as he was familiarly 
called by the East Enders, had hardly any of the qualities 
which go to make a great judge; and it may be said fairly 
and squarely that he was not in any sense a great judge; 
but was a great advocate. He made at the bar an almost 
unparalleled reputation for appreciation of the human 
interest of every case; for clear and concise state- 
ment of the most complicated facts; for a subtle insight 
into the shadier sides of human nature which made cross- 
examination in his hands a playful but irresistible weapon ; 
for a fund of broad humour which was used to make 
his opponents look ridiculous ; for a physical vigour which was 
inexhaustible ; and for a combination of persistence and vanity 
which made his own side prevail, and turned almost all his cases 
into causes célébres by the mere force of his own personality. 

Even before the Tichborne prosecution he was pre-eminent as an 
advocate, and that monumental case Emam him on a pedestal 
of celebrity which forced the Chancellor to recognize the obliga- 
tions of the Government and to offer him a judgeship. It was 
natural, but it was a pity, that that offer should have 
been accepted. No doubt it was and is desirable that the 
Queen’s Bench should contain judges of large experience in 
criminal law. But no one cau doubt that, for instance, Sir 
Harry Portanp would have made a better judge of this class, 
and even at his present age it might be well for the Chancellor 
to consider whether the succession should not fall to him. Had 
Sir Henry Hawxuys had the strength of character to utter the 
nolo episcopari, he would have remained the idol not only of the 
costermonger and the journalist, but of a vast majority of both 
branches of the legal profession. Asitis, it must be confessed with 
regret that after over twenty years’ experience of the bench he 
remained only a great advocate who had never assimilated the 
elementary grammar of the judicial character. If a case did not 
interest him (and many important cases did not), it was 
promptly hustled off the stage into compromise or arbitra- 
tion, or woe to the client of any counsel who refused to 
accede to the suggestion. But if it attracted him, it -pro- 
ceeded in the most painstaking manner from hour to hour 
and from day to day, while his quips and cranks convulsed 
the court, and were reported to the ends of the earth. If there 
was no other call on his time he would sit at the Old Bailey or 
on circuit till far into the night, to the despair of counsel, 
witnesses, and jury—as he did on his last circuit at the age of 
eighty-one. A remarkable proof, it may be said, of vigour and 
conscientiousness— undoubtedly atrait which he shared with so 
sternly conscieatious a judge as Mr. Justice Srernzn! Certainly ; 
and it would probably not have been so much resented were 
it not perfectly well known that for his own convenience, and 
especially on the day of a great race meeting, he would easily 
manage to adjourn at a very early hour in the day, or not to sit 
at all. 

A propos of this, a story may be told which, we think, has not 
found its way into print, and which illustrates not only this 
habit, but his faculty of making fun of others for his own 
amusement and convenience. On Tuesday before the Derby, a 
case of some length was likely to be reached late in the after- 
noon—and, if reached, might occupy the whole of the following 
day. A note from the bench was handed to counsel, with the 
suggestion that it would be convenient that that case should 
not be taken till Thursday. Counsel on both sides were very 
reluctant to accede, but feeling sure that one of their clients 
would suffer if they refused (and neither could say which), they 
at last agreed. It fell to counsel for the plaintiff to mention it. 
This was Mr. A., better known for his knowledge of the exact 
sciences and for his ecclesiastical learning than for any interest 
in race meetings, which he would have shunned like poison. 
‘*My Lord,” said Mr. A., ‘‘ counsel in the next case have agreed 
that it shall not be taken till Thursday morning, if your lord- 
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ship assents.” But Mr. A. was not prepared for the look of 
astonishment which came over the judge’s face, to be followed 
by asmile (some even say a wink), nor for the answer—‘‘ Oh 
Mr. A., Mr. A., I know where you are going! Very well, Mr. 
A., let it stand over.” Stories of this sort add to the reputation 
of the wit but not of the judge. 

Mr. Justice Hawxrys had another defect of his qualities; 
he was to the last degree overbearing and self-willed in riding 
his own hobbies, quite regardless of their divergence from the 
general line of his colleagues or their effect upon the community. 
For some classes of crime he had a strange lenience, and would 
give ludicrously inadequate sentences ; for others he was almost 
ferocious. The range of sentences is one of the most difficult 
spheres of English jurisprudence, in which the most wise judge 
may go wrong; but a petulant wilfulness makes havoc. A 
humorous warder in Portland Prison was asked by a visitor, on 
learning that the prison was not full, ‘Then crime is really 
decreasing ?’’ ‘‘ No,” said the warder, “only sentences”; and 
ogee to two convicts in neighbouring cells, the one there for 
ife, the other for three years only, for the same offence under 
similar circumstances. Probably Mr. Justice Hawxrns pro- 
duced more of the glaring inequality in our prisons than any 
other judge except the late Lord Oorermpcz. Yet for all his 
judicial defects we cannot help regretting the disappearance 
from public life of this dramatic personality. There are so few 
left. The Lord Chancellor, Lord Macnacuren, and the Lord 
Chief Justice are perhaps the only three; and only one 
of these is engaged in the daily work of the Supreme 
Court. Longo intervallo come Lord Justice Ounrrry, 
Justice Matnew, acd Mr. Justice Romer. Our contemporary 
the Spectator recently asked a bewildered world how it is that 
at the end of the nineteenth century there are so few great men 
and so many capable administrators. In our smaller world we 
may pose a similar problem: Why are our laboriously con- 
acientious judges, with all their ability, so unimpressive? Their 
conscientiousness does not always save them from crotchets as 
disastrous as those of the retiring judge—witness the recent 
eccentricities of Mr. Justice Rintzy and Mr. Justice Paru- 
moRE. And their brilliant predecessors were, as a rule, no less 
conscientious; witness (to go no further back) Oocxsury, 
James, Bracksvrn, Bramwett, Bowen, Esner, Hawnnen, 
Carrns, Szvpornz, JEssEL, WILLEs, and many others. It is 
a problem not easy of solution; we can only call upon the 
Lord Chancellor to solve it. 





— | 


LORD SELBORNE.* 
II. 
(Continued from p. 110.) 


WE have already noticed some of the leading points in these interest- 
ivug memorials of Lord SELBORNE. Out of deference to the general 
public the professional side of his life is in the text kept in the back- 
ground, but the defect is supplied by the notes at the end of the 
second volume contributed by the late Baron Pottock, by Lord 
HosHovsE, by the Master of the Rolls, and by Lord Davey. They 
tell a tale of hard work which it would be difficult to parallel. Ina 
case mentioned by PoLiock, B., which was heard in 1860, and which 
lasted for eight days, Sir RouNDELL PALMER appears to have worked 
the whole of the night preceding the hearing pes ped the next night, 
and was engaged for the first day and for half the second in opening 
the case. He replied for seven hours on the last day. ‘I can re- 
call,” says the late baron, ‘‘no instance of a counsel giving up so 
much mental and bodily work to a client as this, and yet both 
before and after the hearing he continued his other work as 
usual, without making any special allowance for the fatigue which 
he must have undergone; nor did he ever, during the conduct 
of the case, shew any rigns of exceptional exhaustion.” Perhaps it 
is to the same occasion that reference is made in this reminiscence 
by Lord Honnovssz: ‘‘ His endurance was quite as marvellous as his 
quickness and his memory. When he was Law Officer the strain 
upon bim was enormous. His power of going without sleep and yet 
retaining bis mental activity at its highest level was far greater than 
that of any man I have known personally. On one occasion he told 
me that he had worked sixty hours without cessation. I have seen 
him during one of these times all trembling and quivering from over- 
strain, and yet apparently as quick and alert in mind as ever.” 











* Metmorial-, Part II.; Political and Personal, 1865-1895. By Rounoztt Paiute 
Zaz) of Kclkwne, Lord High Chancellor, Vols. I. and II, Macm on & Co. (Limited),” / 


Previously, in the same note, we read of his getting up at 3 a.m., or 
earlier, in order to master before 9 a.m.—the time for consultations— 
a string of briefs ia the short cause list before Rommiy, M.R, 
Efforts such as this may be necessary in order to meet the strain of a 
particular case, but it may be questioned whether they are justified 
for the mere purpose of monopolizing work which could be as 
efficiently done by others. To Lord SELBORNE, however, hard work 
came naturally. At the beginning of the first volume we read of his 
unearthing, during trenching operations at Blackmore, two vases 
containing nearly 30,000 bronze coins of the Lower Empire. With 
the help of his son-in-law, Lord WALDEGRAVE, he examined and 
sorted them, and succeeded in identifying 29,788. 

os minuteness which was shewn in such a self- 
imposed labour as this was probably the secret of Sir ROUNDELL 
PaLMER’s success at the bar. Sir NATHANIEL LINDLEY gives an 
instance of the manner in which he got up his cases. It was a short 
cause, and was the occasion of the first introduction of the two to 
each other. ‘‘ The case,” writes the Master of the Rolls, ‘‘ was very 
complicated, and was one of many in Lord RomILty’s list for the 
day, in most of which RouNDELL PALMER was engaged. I had 
prepared the minutes, and they had given me great trouble. To my 
surprise I found that my leader had gone through them with the 
greatest care, and had thoroughly mastered every detail, and did not 
want any assistance from his junior. I never knew any other leader 
take so much trouble with cases which involved no real difficulty if 
prepared with care.” And subsequently: ‘It was natural that such 
a man should be reluctant to rely on the work of others, however 
able and trustworthy they might be. Lord SELBoRNE certainly did 
not and could not avail himself of the labours of others to the same 
extent as great men of different temperament habitually do with 
advantage to themselves and without detriment to anyone else. His 
conscientiousness was so sensitive that he could not do thu.”’ 

The same quality of thoroughness is noticed by Lord Davey in 
describing Lord SELBORNE’s work as a judge. ‘‘ Judgments, when 
he presided [in the House of Lords or the Privy Council], were 
seldom delayed for more than at the most a few weeks, and I have 
been told that when judgment was reserved, he usually wrote it 
immediately after the conclusion of the arguments.” Other points 
which paw § Davey emphasises are Lord SELBORNE’S impartiality in 
applying law and his courtesy to the bar. ‘‘ All English judges,” 
he says, ‘‘ are impartial, but not all have the power of divesting 
themselves of prejudice. Lord SELBORNE had this power in an 
eminent degree. I have argued cases before him in which there 
were elements of prejudice in my case, and my client’s moral conduct 
in the matter would not bear examination, but one had the absolute 
certainty that one’s argument would be carefully considered, 
aud if I could shew I was right in law I should succeed. I never 
knew any judge less disposed to strain the law in a hard case 
than Lord SELBORNE. This, I need hardly say, was not from lack of 
moral indignation.”” Lord SELBORNE’s usual courtesy to counsel 
seems, however, to have momentarily failed him on one occasion when 
Mr. BENJAMIN was ad ing the House of Lords, « ‘“‘ What 
nonsense! ” in a tone just audible fell from the lips of the Chancellor, 
and Mr, BENJAMIN at once left the House in wrath. Mr. Davey, 
who was second counsel, and who had thought himself safe in being 
away for the morning, returned to find that the argument had been 
taken up by his junior. The next day, when Mr. DAVEY was replying, 
Lord SELBORNE sent by him a message of regret, but it was wi 
difficulty that Mr. BENJAMIN was pacified. 

To return to Lord SELBORNE’s own ‘‘ Memorials,” perhaps the most 
noteworthy chapter as a matter of history is that which tells of the 
part he took in the Geneva Arbitration, and which gives an insight 
into the methods of the tribunal. As couns+l for the British Govern- 
ment, Sir ROUNDELL PALMER had a great responsibility thrust upon 
him, but he had time to study carefully the members of whom the 
tribunal was composed. He draws an interesting contrast between 
Sir ALEXANDER CockBURN and Mr. Apams, the American arbitrator. 
‘‘ While Sir ALEXANDER was pourivg eloquent French into the ears 
of his colleagues, Mr. ADAMS was studying their minds. The reserved 
and self-controlled man who husbanded his opportunities was io this 
business more than a match for the brilliant, excitable man, conscious 
of intellectual superiority, and at no pains to conceal what he felt.” 
The methods of the tribunal as they appeared to Sir RouNDELL 
PALMER were as far as possible from the ordinary procedure of 
a court of justice. ‘‘ Vous étes riches, trés riches,” said Viscount 
p’IrasuBA, the Brazilian arbitrator, ‘‘ the fairest man of the three” 
independent arbitrators, to Sir RoUNDELL PALMER, and he 
the question as solely the determination of the amount which Great 
Britain should pay. ‘‘He went with Mr. Apams at the outset, 
by adding the claims in respect of the Florida to those in respect 
the Alabuma, a substantial amount of damages had been arrived at; 
and there he stopped.” The elaborate arguments prepared 
RoUNDELL PaLmiR seem to have been quite thrown away. The 
arbitrat: rs decided first and heard counsel afterwards, a 
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feapect for arbitration as a mode of settling international dis- 


utes. 
: Reference has just been made to Sir ALEXANDER CooxBURN. Lord 
SELBORNE’s sketch of bim is one of the most interesting of the 
numerous portraits of contemporary judges with which these 
volumes abound. His death occurred suddenly at the end of 1880. 
*«T had been sitting with him,” says Lord SELBORNE, “in the Court 
of Appeal a few days before, and he told me, with great 
calmness, that he was suffering from angina pectoris, the 
fatal nature of which he evidently knew.” Lord SELBORNE refers to 
the sensational accounts of his eloquence to juries, which at the 
beginuing of his career came to town from the Western circuit, and 
continues: ‘‘ When he came into the House of Commons it was found 
that these descriptions did not exceed the truth. As an advocate he 
was only second to ERsKINE, and much ERSKINE as 8 
Parliamentary orator. His life had been irregular, his amour propre 
was strong, and his feelings were quick and excitable. On the Geath, 
as at the bar, he was splendid rather than learned or profound ; but 
he was ‘able to make himself master of any subject which gave scope 
for his powers, and took pains to do ao. loved to try sensational 
cases, and to get to the bottom of them, sifting minutely every 
detail with a wonderful display of acuteness, but often at too 
great an expense of time, as in the case of the Tichborne 
tzial, when his summing-up lasted twenty days.” Other judges who 
ass in review are Baron PARKE, Lords Justices KNiGuT-BRUCE and 
URNER, Lord Carrns, Sir GEorGEJEssEL, Lord HaTHERLEY, and 
Lord Justice JAMES. It will be interesting to quote Lord SELBORNE’s 
testimony to the acknowledged worth of the last-named. ‘ Lord 
Justice JAMES was 8 man of a generous and noble nature, and the 
country was never served by a judge of higher character, of a sounder 
aod more rapid discrimination, a more ardent Jove of justice as 
distinguished from technicalities, a more accurate knowledge of the 
rinciples of law, or a greater power of immediately applying that 
aw to the cases which came before him.” Of Sir GEoRGE Yocum, 
Lord SELBORNE says: ‘‘ As a judge he had no superior among his 
predecessors in the same office, except, perhaps, Sir WILLIAM GRANT ; 
no man ever surpassed him in quickness of apprehension or prompti- 
tude of decision, or in the despatch with which he got through the 
business of his court.’’ But we must make an end of quotation. In 
conclusion, we may refer those who are interested in the ‘‘ Collier 
case” to the argument by which Lord SELBoRNE justified Mr. 
GLADSTONE’s much-abused appointment, and we ought to refer, also, 
to the account which Lord SELBORNE gives of the efforts to found a 
school of law. ‘The solicitors generally,” he says, ‘‘ metropolitan 
and provincial, gave this movement a consistent and intelligent 
support.’ But the bar was divided and the scheme came to nothing. 
It is unfortunate that Lord SELBORNE was not able to add its fulfil- 
ment to the other successes of his career. 








REVIEWS. 
THE LAW OF NEGLIGENCE, 


THe Law or NEGLIGENCE. By Tuomas WILLIAM SAUNDERS. 
SzconD EpITION. RE-WRITTEN, WITH THE ADDITION OF THE 
EmPLoyers’ LIABILITY Act, 1880, AND THE WoRKMEN’s Com- 
PENSATION ACT, 1897. By E. Buackwoop Wriaurt, B.A., LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co, 


The law of negligence raises numerous points of difficulty upon 
which it is important, though not always easy, to attain to clear 
ideas. The extent of the subject, when an author really attempts to 
probe it and is not hampered considerations of space, may be seen 
in Mr. Beven’s monumental work, but for ordinary use a book on a 
more limited scale is required, and the practitioner may safely be 
recommended to have recourse to the t work. Mr. Black- 
wood Wright commences by laying down the fundamental rule that 
negligence is only actionable in cases where a duty to take care is 
imposed by law, a rule which, as he points out, is well illustrated in 
Scholfield v. Karl of Londesborovigh (45 W. R. 124), Thus the subject 
resolves itself into the two imquiries: first, under what circum- 
stances the law imposes a duty to take care; and, secondly, what 
is the amount of care required. Of the circumstances raising the 
duty to take care, a. useful classification is given which may be 
epitomized as;.(1) The possession of property ; (2) proximity to the 
person or property of another; (3) supplying dangerous articles ; 
and (4) undertaking -to perform a service. As to the amount 
of ‘care required it is well known that this varies in different 
cases, a leading test being whether a service is being performed 
gratuitously or for reward. But Mr. Wright prefers to discard the 
term ‘gross negligence” to which this. distinction has given rise, 
and without resorting to epithets, to look in each ease for that want of 
due care and skill—or, as it has been otherwise put, that absence of 
Care according to circumstances—which is actionable. These leading 


being concisely worked out in the subsequent chapters, as in those on 
ees 


bail carriers and Po wt - way has 
been given to employers’ ty, an suc- 
consively with the lial at common law, the Employers’ 


Liability Act, 1880, and the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 
The text of these two Acts is given with notes, and the interpretation 
of the Act of 1897 is facilitated by including the enactments which 


are b ssheoenee inesepeaate in it. As a concise exposition of the 
law the volume will be found very serviceable. 





THE LAW OF PROPERTY. 


Tux StupENT’s GuipE To THE LAW OF REAL AND PERSONAL Pro- 
PERTY AND CONVEYANCING. By Jon INDERMAUR and CHARLES 
TuwarrTss, Solicitors. FourTH Eprrion. ‘Law Students’ 
Journal” Office. 

This work is intended primaril iy sa ogutie tis intent meaner 
the bar final examination. It th a course of reading which 
students are advised to and which, other books, 
includes “ Williams” and “ ” both in and 
property, though the less laborious student is told that he may omit 
‘* Williams.” It is unfortunate for students that there should be two 
sets of works, each so excellent, covering the same ground, and the 
path of legal knowledge will be facilitated when one series ultimately 
verifies the law of the survival of the fittest. After the advice iu 
reading comes an epitome of the modern statutes of chief interest in 
conveyancing—the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, the Conveyancing 
Acts, the Settled Land Acts, and the Land Transfer Act, 1897. A 
series of 131 test questions on the law of real and personal rey 
follows, and the remainder of the book is ocoupied with a t of 
questions and answers. The answers, which are concisely and clearly 

iven, will be useful to a student to test the he is making. 
ft he attains the standard of knowledge con ted by the com- 
pilers he need have po fear as to the result of his examination, 














CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 
LOWE v. PEARSON. No.1. 17th Dec. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vicr. c. 37), s. 1, suB-secTION 
1—‘* AcctpEnT ARISING OUT OF AND IN THE CouRsE oF THE EmpLoyMENT”’ 
— Workman Oxeantne Macurns Oonrrary To Express Orpsrs —~ 
Lianturry or Empioyer ror Insury Anisine THEREFROM. 

Appeal from the decision of the county court judge at Chesterfield 
(Judge Smyly, Q.C.) upon an application by the t for compen- 
sation under the Workmen’s Com ion Act, 1897. The ap t, 
Pearson, was the owner and er of certain pottery works, a 
factory within section 7 of the *s Compensation Act, 1897 ; and 
the respondent, Lowe, was a boy of the age of fourteen in the appellant’s 
employment. The respondent was employed in the pottery works to 
mabe clay into belie, $0 it the balls into a mould, and hand the mould to 
a woman who was working at a machine moulding the clay into jars and 
other articles. On the machine were two cones revolving in different 
directions. The respondent had received express orders not to interfere 
with the machine, there being a man whose special duty it was to clean 
the machine when requisite. Upon the day in question the woman at 
work at the machine being short of clay went for some, and the 
respondent during her absence attempted to clean the cones, when 
his right hand was caught in the mac and two of his 
fingers were injured. In a claim for com ion under the Act the 
county court judge found as follows: ‘‘(1) Course of his employment. 
{ decide that, though I find as a fact it was against rules that the tiff” 
(the present bey cae ‘should clean the cones, and that he attempted 
to clean them knowing that it was not bis duty, yet the injury was 
received by an accident arising out of his beg me a (2) Though I 
find as a fact that he knew it was orders for to clean tHe cones 
and that he went about the cl in a careless and reckless 
yes that the plaintiff was attempting to clean the cones with the view 
furthering the work, and that his conduct did not, in my opinion, amount 
to serious and wilful misconduct.’? He awarded the respondent 2s. a 


ted. . 

Son’ Gover (A. L. Surrn, Riosy, and Couns, L.JJ.) allowed the 
ps seg iae he pads pigtage hea crygl § . ~ oe 
8co is employment on an emergency. ere was on 
etn f ceed our, and was expressly told not to meddle with the 
muchine, and he was aware of that prohibition. It was no part of bis 
duty to clean the machine. He chose, in defiance of his orders, to meddle 
with it, and was injured in consequence. The accident did not, in these 
circum es, arise “‘out of and in the coutse of the employment’ 
withia section 1, sub-section 1, of the Act, and the t was 
liable to pay Compensation:—Counsex, C. 4. Russell, 
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ideas are expounded in the first chapter, the details of the subject 


4 Q.C., and 
Snith. Sortcrrors, Stevens, Son, § Parkes, for Jones § Middleton, Chesterfield . 
(Reported by W. F. Bansy, Barrister-at-Law.] + 4d 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re BRITISH RAILWAY CARRIAGE METAL FITTINGS, &c., CO. (LIM.). 
Kekewich, J. 17th Dec. 


Pracrics — Company — DgBENTURE-HOLDERS’ AcTion—No PLEADINGS — 
DesenturE ApMiITTED—Form or ORDER. 


This was a debenture-holders’ action in which there were no pleadings ; 
the company, however, admitted that the plaintiff was the holder of a 
debenture whieh was one of a series. 

Ksxewicn, J., made an order in the following form: ‘“‘ The defendant 
company admitting that the plaintiff isthe holder of a mortgage deben- 
ture charged on the defendant company’s undertaking, stock-in-trade, 
&c., and effects, both present and future; and the defendant company 
admitting that this debenture is part of an issue of 500 debentures ranking 
pari passu.’” Then followed the usual accounts and inquiries, including 
an inquiry whether there were any incumbrances ‘‘ other than the mort- 

ebenture aforesaid ” affecting the company’s property.—CovunszL, 
Ashton Cross; Duka. Sourcrrons, Timbrell § Deighton, for C. U. Jagger, 
Birmingham. 
[Reported by R. J. A. Mornisoy, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


CHETWYND v. ALLEN. Romer, J. 20th Dec. 


Mortrcace—Part Payment or Mortcacg ovr or Money Lent on Farru 
or Promise or TRANSFER—MISREPRESENTATIONS TO LENDER OF MATERIAL 
Facrs—Eaquitas_te Mortoace To Lenper or Part or THE MortGaGep 
Prorerty—Ricut or Lzanper To CHARGE ON THE RemArninc Part— 
Mercer. 


Summons in action. 
the judgment. 
Romer, J.—The point I reserved for consideration is one of some diffi- 
culty. Prior to December, 1892, Mr. Chetwynd held a property called 
The Cedars as trustee for his wife, the plaintiff, and he held a property 
called The Riding School in his own right. These properties he had with 
the consent of his wife mortgaged to Mr. Terrell for £2,000. In November, 
1892, Chetwynd came to the defendant Mynors, and without disclosing 
the fact that The Cedars belonged to Mrs. Chetwynd and that the charge 
on that property was also a charge on the school, and was for a sum 
exceeding £1,200; he represented to Mynors that he wanted to borrow 
from him £1,200 in order to pay off an existing mortgage for that amount 
on The Cedars, and he expressly stated that Mynors should have a transfer 
of the mortgage. As to this statement, which is substantially the only 
fact bearing on the point before me not admitted, I refer to the evidence 
of Mynors, supported as it is by the evidence of Mr. Pitt, his solicitor, 
both good witnesses, whose statements I have no hesitation in accepting. 
Chetwynd further represented that he expected to repay the amount 
shortly out of a larger sum which he ‘hoped to raise later on by a 
mortgage of The Cedars and other property. On the faith and foot- 
ing of these representations Mynors advanced the £1,200. Chetwynd 
applied £1,000, part of this £1,200, in paying to Terrell part of his 
rincipal sum ot £2,000. A correspondence then ensued, and by a 
etter of the 16th of January, 1893, Chetwynd informed Mynors for the 
first time that the £1,200 did not entirely pay off Terrell’s charge, 
and thereupon on the ssme day Chetwynd executed a mortgage on The 
Cedars to Mynors to secure the £1,200 and other sums, the mortgage 
reciting, as the fact was, that the £1,200 had recently been advanced to 
enable Chetwynd to pay off a then existing mo . As Mynors did not 
then know that The Cedars belonged to Mrs. Chetwynd, the mortgage on 
the face of it, as might be expected, said nothing about the fact of the 
money having also been advanced on the promise by Chetwynd that 
Mynors should have a transfer of the mortgage to be paid off with the 
£1,200. On these points I bave to consider what Mynors’ rights are. Now, 
in my opinion, when Mynors advanced the £1,200 on the representations 
and promise above mentioned, and the £1,000 was applied in payment 
to Terrell, the charge on The Cedars and school to the extent of the £1,000 
was kept alive in equity in favour of Mynors so far as that could be done 
without prejudicing Terrell or the plaintiff. So far as Chetwynd was con- 
cerned, he could not complain that the charge was kept alive also on the 
school, seeing that it was by his fraud that the true facts as to Terrell’s 
charge were kept hidden from Mynors. As regards Terrell, he clearly 
was not prejudiced, for the balance of his mortgage debt had priority 
over Mynors’ charge; and as regards the plaintiff, she was not 
prejudiced, so long as no extra costs where thrown on The Cedars by 
reason of the original mortgage debt of £2,000 being divided as between 
Terrell and Mynors (and this I can provide for) and provided that as 
between the school and The Cedars the former remained primarily liable 
for the debt as between her and her husband. This primary liability 
clearly became in no way affected merely because the £1,000 debt and the 
securities for the same became the property of Mynors and not of Terrell. 
Of course, by subsequent events, the school might have been so dealt with 
to the prejudice of the plaintiff as to prevent Mynors from asserting his 
equitable right to the benefit of the £1,000 debt and securities for the 
same. But, fortnnately for him, when the plaintiff came to assert her 
rights, Mynors owned the school, and it is still available to the plaintiff as 
the primary security for the £2,000 charged with her assent, and Mynors 
acknowledges the primary liability of the school. The case, so far, 1s not 
without authority to support the view I bave taken, see Patten v. Bond 
(37 W. R. 373), which was decided by Kay, J., on three separate grounds, 
and one of those grounds was based on the principle which I have given 
effect to in this case. The next question is whether Mynors lost the benefit 
. Of -his equitable security arising under the circumstances 3 mentioned 
cannot see 


The facts and arguments are sufficiently stated in 


by taking the mortgage of the 16th of January, 1893. 





why I should hold that he did. That mortgage was not a legal orteags, 
so that there was no merger of a lower security ina higher. Of course 
the mortgagé had been a legal one Mynors would have held free from the 
plaintiff's equity, age | that he would have acquired the legal estate 
without notice of the plaintiff’s rights. The existence of the equitable 
charge of the 16th of January, 1893, for the £1,200 is quite compatible with 
the co-existence of the equitable charge for the £1,000. The charge of 
the 16th of January, 1893, did not operate as a release or extinguishment 
of the prior charge. The recital in the charge of the 16th of January, 
1893, as to how the £1,200 came to be advanced is not antagonistic to the 
fact that the advance was also on terms that Mynors should have the 
benefit of the prior charge. And certainly Mynors cannot be held to have 
lost the benefit of his prior charge because by reason of the fraud of 
Chetwynd he may have been ignorant of his exact rights or of the necessity 
of preserving them. Nor can I see any reason for presuming merger of 
the securities. The debts secured were not identical, the debt firat secured 
being £2,000 and that secondly secured £1,200, and the securities were not 
identical, the first security being on The Cedars and the school and the 
second security being on The Cedars alone. The courts do not hold merger to 
take place under such circumstances (see, for example, cases at law: Norfolk 
Railway Co. v. McNamara, 3 Ex. Rep. 628, and Holmes v. Bell, 3 M. & Gr. 213); 
and there is no merger at law even of a lower in a higher security if the 
remedy given by the latter is not co-extensive with that given by the 
former (see Bell v. Banks, 3M. & Gr. 258) ; and in the case before me there is 
another ground on which no merger should be held to take place—namely, 
that the second charge was ineffectual, owing to its not being binding 
on the plaintiff, the true owner of the property, and a good prior security 
will not be held to merge m a later inoperative one. I therefore hold and 
declare that Mynors is entitled as against the plaintiff to the extent of 
£1,000 principal and interest to a charge upon The Cedars, but so that the 
school is to be the primary security, and so that no mortgagee’s costs be 
unduly thrown on Tine Cedars by reason of the original mortgage debt of 
£2,000 given to Terrell having become divided between him and Mynors, 
I should add that, though in the hands of Terrell the £1,000 bore interest 
at a higher rate, yet in the hands of Mynors I think it ought only to bear 
interest at the rate he agreed to charge—namely, 5 per cent. The above 
decision renders it unnecessary for me to consider whether Mynors could 
have been held entitled as above on other. grounds, such as that based on 
the principle of subrogation or on the general doctrine that the plaintiff 
coming to the court for equitable relief should be put on terms.—CovnssL, 
Neville, Q.C., and MacSwinney ; Farwell, Q.C., and Mark Romer ; Levett, 
Q.C., and Theobald ; Leigh Clare and T. L. Higgins. Soxtcrrors, Lumley 
§ Lumley ; Pontifex, Hewitt, § Pitt ; Colyer § Colyer. 
[Reported by J. F. Wa.ev, Barrister-at-Law. } 


MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND CITIZENS OF NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE 
v. HOUSEMAN. Byrne, J. 14th Dec. 


Loca, GovERNMENT—ASSESSMENT—IMPROVEMENT— Private AcT—DRAINAGE 

Scueme — Morive or Pusiic AvuTHorrry — Derrnition or Worp 

** Sewer ’’—TipaL SrreaM—AssgssMENT—RECOVERY OF EXPENSES BY 

Pustic AvuTHoRITry rrom QOwners—VaLuatTion List—Pvusiic HEatta 

Act, 1875 (88 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), s. 257. 

This was an action in which the plaintiffs asked for a declaration that 
under section 63 of the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Improvement Act, 1870, 
they were entitled to a charge upon the defendant's share of an assersment 
relating to sewers which they had erected. In the argument the, following 
points (inter alia) were raised: (1) Whether a certain district—viz., the 
Ouseburn district—had been validly constituted such under an improve- 
ment Act ; (2) whether a natural stream—viz., the Ouseburn—was a drain or 
sewer within the meaning of the eaid Act; (3) whether a valid assessment 
had been made on the owners of all kinds of property within the 
district assessable to any poor rate under another Act. Section 63 of the 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Improvement Act, 1870, provided: ‘‘ The corpora- 
may from time to time create in the borough and form and define 
a district or districts, and for the more effectual drainage thereof define 
or fix the line or lines of sewerage to be adopted therein, and also direct 
the i or sewerage thereof to be brought into any drain or sewer 
already formed or hereafter to be formed within the borough, and assess 
and apportion a due proportion of the original cost of the drain or sewer, 
by which such drainage or sewerage is so brought, upon or amongst the 
owners of the land or ground within any such district.’’ A further Act 
(1892, 8. 131) provided that the asseesment upon owners within the district 
should be made upon the basis of the valuation list for the time being in 
force, and, if there was not one, then upon the basis of the poor rate made 
next before the assessment. The section also provided that the expenses 
of the drainage should be recovered in the same way as expenses were 
recoverable from owners under the Public Health Act of 1875. In 1886 
the corporation purported to create a district called the Ouseburn Drainage 
District, and directed that the drainage should be brought into the Ou-e- 
burn sewer, which in fact was a tidal stream. It was said that this scheme 
had really been undertaken to enable the corporation to accept the gift of 
a — park which had been given to them on certain conditions, one of 
which was that they took steps to direct the sewage from two vi 


‘which flowed through the park. It was further submitted that no valid 


assessment had been made under the Act of 1892. The facts on this last 
point are set forth in the judgment, 


Byrnz, J., held that, no improper or corrupt motive having beet 
suggested, and no extra expense being occasioned to the district, and there 
being no doubt but that the“corporation was desirous of improving the 
drainage of the district, they acted in the interest alike of the city and 
district in adopting the scheme, although they were also naturally a 5 
to acquire the park. As to the word “ sewer,” his lordship held thab ~ 
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under the private Acts in question, its meaning was not restricted to an 
artificial olisieention, but would include a natural even if the 
latter were a tidal stream. Properly, the word “‘sewer’’ has a much more 
extended definition than the word “drain,” and comprises works on the 
largest scale, as canals for draining the fens of Lincolnshire. As to th 
arresement, his lordship held that the section in the Public Health Act, 
1875, referred to was section 257, and not section 213. There had been 
no proper assessment, as (1) the assessment had not been made on all 
owners of property within the district aasessable to any poor rate; (2) the 
assessment had not been assessed on the full net annual value of the 

roperty as ascertained by the valuation list for the time in force.— 
rd Eve, Q.C., Macmorran, and Northcote ; Warmington, Q.C., Danck- 
werts, and R. J. Parker. Soxicrtors, Collyer-Bristow, Russell, Hill, § Co. ; 
King, Wigg, $ Co. 

[Reported by J. Anruur Prics, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


THE QUEEN v. NORTH RIDING OF YORKSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Ex parte NORTH-EASTERN FISHERIES DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 
Div. Court. 25th Oct.; 7th Nov. 


Sea Fisuerres—Fisneantes ComMMITTEE—PuRCHASE OF VESSEL FOR USE OF 
Fisuery OrricER—RgstricTions AND CoNDITIONS AS TO EXPENDITURB— 
Sea Fisnerres Recuiation Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 54), s. 6. 


In this case a rule nisi had been obtained for a mandamus to the North 
Riding of Yorkshire County Council commanding them to pay to the 
treasurer of the local fisheries committee for the North-Eastern Sea 
Fisheries District the sum of £572, being the proportion payable by that 

a we of a sum of £2,860, the estimated amount required for 
providing a vessel for the use of the fishery officer and for the cost of one 
year’s working and maintaining, as demanded by a precept of the com- 
mittee, dated the 22nd of January, 1898. On the of July, 1890, the 
Board of Trade made an order under the Sea Fisheries Regulation Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 54), creating the North-Eastern Sea Fisheries District. 
The joint committee was stated to consist of forty members, twenty 
appointed by the county councils in the district, four of whom represented 
the North Riding of Yorkshire, and twenty appointed by boards of 
conservators and the Board of Trade. The expenses incurred by the 
committee are chargeable in certain specified proportions on the counties 
and boroughs represented on the committee. By section 6, sub-section 1, 
of the aforesaid Act it is provided that ‘‘Subject to any restrictions or 
conditions as to expenditure made by the council or councils by whom a 
local fisheries committee is appointed, the committee may appoint such 
fishery officers as they deem expedient.” In 1895 the committee appointed 
an officer, granting him £150 per annum, his travelling ses, and 
expenses incurred in the hire of vessels so as to enable him to carry out his 
duties. At the time this officer was appointed no restrictions or conditions 
as to expenditure had been made by any of the councile. On the 18th of 
January, 1898, the fisheries committee, affirming a resolution of a sub- 
committee, resolved that a vessel should be purchased for the use of the 
officer at the cost of £2,800, and that precepts should be issued for pay- 
ment by the contributory authorities. These precepts were issued. On 
the 16th of March the North-Riding County Council instructed their 
representatives on the fisheries committee to op the purchase of the 
vessel, and they refused to pay the sum demanded as their proportion— 
viz., £572. A mandamus was therefore asked for to compel them to pa: 
that amount. In shewing cause against the rule it was contended that the 
majority on the fisheries committee have not the power to bind those 
bodies which have representatives on the committee. Each paying body 
had a right to impose restrictions on the expenditure: The Queen v. Mayor, 
§c., of Plymouth (44 W. R. 620; 1896, 1 Q. B. 158). In support of the 
rule it was contended that steps taken by the joint committee were not 
liable to veto by the constituent bodies. e power of veto can only be 
exercised by the joint committee. The word “ expenditure’ in section 6 
1elates to the appointment of an officer, and the restrictions and conditions 
referred to must be 1mposed either when the committee is first constituted, 
or, at any rate, before any expenses were incurred. 

In a considered oe ae nE Court (Lord Russexu or Krtitowen, C.J., 
and Wits, J.) held that the rule must be made absolute. 

Lord Russet, or Kittowen, ©.J., in the course of a lengthy judgment, 
said the question in this case depended upon the construction of the 
order of the Board of Trade constituting the fisheries district. That order 
was made under the Sea Fisheries R ation Act, 1888, section 6 of which 
recognized that the regulation of the expenditure did not rest with the 
fishery board, but with the county councils, who are the contributin 
authorities. The order of the Board of Trade provided that cuenall 
might make a regulation requiring the committee to submit to cach counall 
once in each year an estimate of expenses pro’ to be incurred by them, 
and that the expenses should be borne by the various contributing bodies 
in certain fixed proportions. Then came the important question—namely, 
When could the “restrictions and conditions” mentioned in section 6 of 
the Act be imposed? It could not be that any one council should be able 
to object to this or that item and refuse to pay its share of it, for that 
would defeat the whole scheme of the Act. North Riding Oounty 
Council bad not exercised their power of making restrictions or conditions 
prior to the appointment of the fishery officer in July, 1895, and they could 
not get out of their liability as regards the expenses of that appointment, for 
the restrictions and conditions must the appointment. Unless that 
county council, either singly or acting with other councils, had made restric- 
tions and conditions, they could not escape ——T to contribute their 
share. In 1898 the joint committee resolved, the N Riding 


Y | which enacts that ‘‘ where any pro 





tives being present at the time, that a vessel should be purchased for the 
fishery officer, and an estimate of the expense was made. Shortly after this 
precept requiring the different councils to pay their propor- 
tion of the cost. Up to that time no objection hed ben, sade as to the 
popentl of Che comet), Sere ee ee 
County Council could not be all to make an objection and 
refuse to 5, Boe contribution. The time when the restrictions and‘con- 
ditions can be impored must be, if not at the o! construction of the 
committee, certainly before any expenses been incurred by the 
appointment of officers. Moreover, such restrictions and conditions vould 
not be fer by one council alone, but by agreement of all the bodies 
concerned. 

Wits, J., read a judgment to the same effect. Rule made absolute.— 
Counszt, Lawson Walton, Q.C0., and G. A. B. Fitzgerald; Asquith, Q.0., 
and G. Blaiklock. Soxicrrons, Lowe § Co. ; Hicks, Davis, § Hunt. 

(Reported by E. G. Stiruwet, Barrister-at-Law.] 
SWAYNE v. COMMISSIONERS OF —- REVENUE. Div. Court, 
21st Dec. 


Revenve—Stamp Duty—Oonveyance on Sate—Assionment or Lease- 
HOLDS—APPORTIONED RENT—ConsIpDERATION—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 
Vict. c. 39), 8. 57. 


Case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. By a leare 


of the 16th of October, 1893, the premises afterwards known as Nos. 6, 


7, and 8, Bowden Hill-terrace were demised by Rowell to Mills for 99 years 
at a yearly rent of £3 16s. 6d., and subject to the usual covenants on a 
building lease. By a lease of the 10th of March, 1894, the premises after- 
wards known as Nos. 9 and 10, Bowden Hill-terrace were demised by 
Rowell to Mills for a like term and subject to like covenants, at a yearly 
rent of £2 11s. By an assignment of the 27th of December, 1897, 
Mills, in consideration of £503 paid to him by the —, assigned to 
her first Nos. 7 and 8, and secondly Nos. 9 10, Bowden Hill- 
terrace, to hold for the unexpired residue of the several terms of 99 years 
ted by the leases subject as to Nos. 7 and 8 *‘to the appantionst 
yearly rent of £2 11s., of the yearly rent of £3 16s. 6d.” reserved by 
the earlier lease, and subject as to Nos. 9 and 10 to the payment of the 
early rent of £2 11s. reserved by the lease of the 10th of , 1894, and 
In each case to the performance and observance of the lessee’s covenants. 
The assignment cofitained covenants by the appellant with Mil!s 
to pay the apportioned rent of £2 Ils. and aleo the entire 
rent of £2 1ls., and a covenant by Mills with the appellant to 
y’’ the apportioned rent of £1 5s. 6d., the residue of the yearly 
rent of £3 és. 6d. reserved by the earlier lease and also mutual 
covenants as to the performance and observance of the covenants in the 
leases. This assignment was ted to the commissioners for thei: 
opinion as to the stamp duty with which it was chargeable. They held 
that it was che le as a con on sale. They stated that “in 
accordance with their practice they did not assess duty upon the capitalized 
respect of Nos. 9 and 10, 


value of the yearly rent of £2 11s. payable in 
Bowden Hill-terrace. They were opinion, however, that duty was 


chargeable upon the rent of the same amount payable in respect of Nor. 7 
and §. and they aseessed duty upon the said sum multiplied by twenty 
under section 56 (2) of the Stamp Act, 1891. They also assessed uty = 
the sum of £503, the premium payable under the instrument.’ 

uestion was whether the commissioners were t in —s ad valorem 

uty on tbe capitalized value of the apporti rent of £2 lis. In 80 
assessing it the commissioners relied on section 57 of the Stamp Act, 1891, 
consideration, wholly or in part, of any debt due to him, or subject either 
certainly or contingently to the 
or stock, whether being or constitu a charge or incumbrance upon 
the property or not, the debt, money, or stock is to be deemed the 
whole or , as the case may be, of the consideration in respe 
whereof e conveyance is chargeable with ad valorem duty.” 
In the course of the argument Liquidators of City of Glasgow Bank v. The 
Commissioners (8 Rettie, 4th series, 391), Chandos v. The Commissioners (6 Ex. 
464), Mortimore v. The Commissioners (2 H. & O. 828), Ulverston and Lancaster 
Railway Co. v. The Commissioners (2 H. & ©. 855) were cited. The court 
took time to consider. 

Bruce, J., after stating the facte and reading section 57 of the Stamp 
Act, 1891, eaid: It is eaid that the assignment to A. P. Swayne of the 
houses 7 and 8, Bowden-hill-terrace was subject to the —— by her 
of the rent of £2 11s. and that therefore, to terms ‘of the 
section above referred to, the £2 11s. is to be deemed part of the considera- 
tion. The commissioners did not insist upon treating the payment of the 
rent of £2 11s., payuble in the respect of the houses 9 and 10, Bowden- 
hill-terrace in the eame way, because we are told in cases where there bas 
been no aj tment of the rent reserved 
lease of the whole of the demised premises Farag agree ot 
the payment of = rent reserved by the original lease, it never been 


nothing to do—they may have 
case and notin another—but I am satisfied that, as far as. the construc- 
tion of the statute is concerned, no distinction whatever can 


is conveyed to any person in: 
yment or transfer of any money: 
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meaning of the words ‘‘subject to the payment of any money.” Of 
course, where leasehold property is assigned it is commonly assigned 
subject to the payment of rent, because the payment of rent is an obliga- 
tion ordinarily incident to leasehold property. But when we come to 
look at the preceding words in the section—‘‘ conveyed to any person in 
consideration wholly or in part of any debt due to him’’—which govern 
the words ‘‘or subject to the payment of any money,” it seems to me 
that it is reasonable to construe the section as pointing toa liability to pay 
money arising in some way other than as incident to and inseparably 
connected with the property conveyed. Where a lease for years subject 
to the payment of an annual rent is conveyed or assigned the very pro- 
perty conveyed is in its nature a qualified property, and the liability to 
pay rent arises out of the nature of the estate conveyed. The liability to 
pay is not in the nature of a charge or incumbrance on the property; it 
does not even arise out of any independent stipulation that the money 
shall be paid—it is inherent in the nature of the property, and can never 
be extinguished so long as the character of the property remains. 
(His lordship, after referring to the previous legislation on the 
subject, continued:] The words in the section are very wide, but 
I think they cannot properly be applied to mean more than this, to 
use the words of Martin, B., in Mortimore v. The Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue—the ad valorem duty shall be paid on the entire consideration 
which, either directly or indirectly, represents the value of the free and 
unencumbered corpus of the subject matter of the sale. Where, as in this 
case, the liability to pay is an incident of the corpus of the sale and in- 
separable from it, and from which the corpus never can be freed, it seems 
to me that it would be giving too comprehensive a meaning to the words 
of the Legislature to hold that the rent to which the corpus is subject 
should be treated as if it were an encumbrance, or was in any sense to 
be regarded, directly or indirectly, as purchase-money. In the present 
case the lease of the 16th of October, 1893, contains various covenants 
by Mills — among others, covenants to repair, to keep the premises 
nsured, and to execute all works that may be necessary in order 
to certain footways or roadways being taken over by the local authority 
of the district ; and the indenture of assignment of the 27th of December, 
1897, makes over the lease to A. P. Swayne, subject to the observance 
and performance on her part of the above covenants. In a sense, 
therefore, the property is conveyed to A. P. Swayne, subject to the 
payment of all the moneys that may require to be e ded by virtue 
of these covenants, and yet I think it would be obviously unreason- 
able to hold that such sums should be treated as forming part ot the 
consideration for the purchase. It was said in argument by counsel for 
the Crown that cases might arise in which an assignment or transfer 
of a lease might be made on terms imposing a higher yearly rent than the 
rent reserved by the original lease, and in consideration of such higher 
rent the purchase-money payable on the assignment or transfer might be 
reduced, and in such a case if the ad valorem duty were charged on the 
purchase-money alone, without reference to the increased rent, part of 
what really formed the consideration for the transfer would escape the 
duty. On that I may make two observations: First, the circumstances 
suggested do not arise in the present case. It is an admitted fact in 
the case that the three houses 6, 7, and 8 comprised in the original lease 
of the 16th of October, 1893, are of equal value, and the rent reserved 
by the indenture of assignment of the 27th of December, 1897, for the 
two houses 7 and 8 is exactly two-thirds of the rent reserved in ——e of 
the three houses ag sag in the original lease. There is, therefore, in 
this case no room for the suggestion that the rent reserved by the 
indenture of assignment has been in any way manipulated so as to reduce 
or in any way affect the purchase-money of £503 upon which the ad valorem 
duty is payable ; secondly, the words of the 57th section are not directed 
to meet such a case as is suggested. The words of the section, if they 
apply at all, apply to all cases where property is conveyed subject to the 
payment of money, whether the payment bears any relation to the con- 
sideration for the purchase or not; and for the reasons I have given I 
think it is unreasonable to ascribe to the words so wide a meaning as to 
include such a case as that now under consideration. If a case were 
established where it was clear that on an assignment of a lease the rent 
reserved by the assignment had been increased in order that the purchase- 
money payable on the assignment might be reduced, whether it might not 
be possible in some way to take into consideration the whole circumstances 
in order to ascertain the real amount or value of the actual consideration 
paid directly or indirectly in the simple words contained in the schedule 
to the Act without reference in any way to the words of section 57, I give 
no opinion, because in the present case the question does not arisé. All 
that we decide here is that the words of the 57th section do not meet the 
present case. 


Wuzts, J., in concurring, said that if the argument on behalf of the 
Crown were right, the commissioners had always been wrong in their 
method of aseessing the stamp duty upon assignments of leaseholds; they 
ought to have treated the capitalized value of the rent (including a rack- 
rent) as if it were part of the purchase-money. He utterly dissented from 
the view which had been ur, that the commissioners could use a dis- 
cretion in this matter ; they could not exercise a dispensing power and say 
what part of a taxing Act they thought reasonable, and enforce some parts 
of it and reject others, The statement of the argument for the Orown was 
almost sufficient to warrant its rejection. The property assigned was a 
leasehold property, not unburdened, but subject to a liability to be dis- 
trained on for £3 16s, 6d. annually ; it could not be assigned otherwise 
than as liable to this burden, and it made no difference whether it was 
expressed to be assigned so subject or not. The assignor here affected to 
assign it subject to a rent of £2 11s. only, but the only effect of that was 
to give to the assignee an indemnity against the balance of the rent, and 
hat indemnity was part of what the assignor was giving, so that the pur- 





chase-money of £503 was not rendered less on that account, but was - 
likely to have been increaeed. Appeal allowed.—OounseL, Vaughgs 
Hawkins ; Sr R. B. Finlay, 8.G., and Danckwerts. Sorrcrrons, Bridgmay 
& Willcocks, tor Baker, Watts, Alsop, $ Woolleombe, Newton Abbot; Th 
Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Dix, Barrister-at-Law. | 


LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. F. Brrvstey Hanrsnr, of the firm of Mesers. Lumley & Lumley, of 
15, Old Jewry-chambers, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner tp 
Administer Oaths in the High Court of Justice. Mr. Harper was admitted 
in March, 1891. 


Mr. Freperick Grorez ALLEN, of Portsmouth, has been appointed g 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Allen was admitted in 1892. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 


Messrs. Parmer, Exanp, & Nerrixzsuir, of 4, Trafalgar-square, W.C,, 
have taken into ership as from the Ist of January, 1899, Mr, 
Jobn Henry Steuart Butt, who for mae! yay has been associated with 
them in their business. The business will in future be conducted under 
the style or firm of Elund, Nettleship, & Butt. 

Messrs. Horne, Son, & Evgrsrietp, of 85, Gresham-street, City, and 
19, Great George-street, Westminster, have taken into my oy Mr, 
William Vincent Jull and Mr. John Roy Lancaster, who ave for several 
years assisted in the business, and have altered the title of the firm to 
Horne & Co. 

DissoLuTion. 
Wrii1am Henry Cover and Cuares Perry, solicitors (Court & Perry), 


Wolverhampton. Aug. 28. The said William Henry Court will carry on 
business at 84, Darlington-street, Wolverhampton. 
[ Gazette, Dec. 27. 


CHANGE or ADDRESS. 
Mesers. Maples, Teesdale, & Co. have transferred the business of 
*Tathams & By ” (carried on by them since the death of Mr. H. N. Pym 
in 1896) from No. 3 to No. 6, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry. 





GENERAL, 


The following are the arrangements made by the judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division for holding their courts uring the coming Hilary 
sittings: The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Mathew, Wills, Kennedy, 
Ridley, Bigham, and Darling will sit to try actions; and Justices Day, 
Lawrance, Grantham, Wright, Bruce, Channell, and Phillimore will sit and 
form Divisional Courts, . Justice Hawkins was selected to sit in 
chambers, but it is probable that the new judge will be appointed for thu 
duty. These arrangements are subject to alteration when the judges go 
circuit. 


Lord Halsbury, says the Times, has held his high office for a longer 

riod, under the several administrations of Lord Salisbury, than any 

hancellor since the Restoration with the exceptions of Lord Hardwicke, 
Lord Thurlow, and Lord Eldon, and in the extent of the patronage which 
he has exercised he probably surpasses them all. Of the twenty-eight 
judges who constitute the Court of Appeal and the Chancery, Queen's 
Bench, and Probate Divisions, no fewer t. nineteen were raised to their 
present offices during one or other of Lord Halsbury’s Chancellorships; 
and a twentieth has shortly to be added. Of the fifty-five County Court 
Judges, about one half are of the present Chancellor’s appointment. 


I have had, 4 ™ a correspondent of the Daily News, a few journalistic 
chats with Sir Henry Hawkins in his room at the Royal Courts of Justice 
during his lunch hour. The judge took his glass of wine and sandwich 
or bun without much formality, and chatted with an utter absence of what 
some people would call “side.” He gave one the impression of 4 
al too well able to take care of himself to n adventitious 

‘or the protection of his dignity. He remarked casually, I remember, 
that most of the stories in vogue about him were not true, and also that he 
was never at the bother of contradicting them. He liked talking d 
** Jack,’’ the judge's dog, and how “Jack” was once in an Assize town 
dressed up in full judge’s costume by ladies at his lodgings, and would 
take the place of honout in the State coach going to court. For “‘ Jack 
the judge had a profound tenderness and enthusiaam. Lunch was a briel 
interval of relaxation between hours of heavy work, and Sir ~. was 
not averse toa chat. Amongst the rest he explained to me that, thougt 
he made notes for his summings-up, he never used them. He tossed eash 
item down on the table in the order he meant to take it, and then trusted 
te his memory, which stood him in good stead. 


Sir Frederick Pollock writes to the Times of the 29th inst. as follows! 
Dr. Danford Thomas is to have said, in the course of holding # 
inquest, that the duty of a coroner’s jury to view the body dates from th 
time of Alfred. It would be interesting to know the authority i 
this statement. Dr. Liebermann’s admirable new edition of Alfred’s law 
and Ine’s laws (as revised by Alfred, it seems) is now before me, andl 
can find no such matter there. Moreover, we learn from the his ; 
authorities commonly received that the first appearance, not only @ | 
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coroners, but of juries of any kind, was in the latter part of the twelfth 

I suspect this Alfredian coroner of being first cousin to the 
e-bor judges whom Alfred hanged, and having, like them, no earlier 
or better warrantor than that strange and fabulous book, “ The Mirror of 
Justices,” which, wfter failing to impose on anyone under Edward I., 
imposed on Sir Edward Coke under Elizabeth, and, through bim, on later 
antiquaries. Ifthis be the source of Dr. Danford Thomas's error, he has 
erred in company with others who had less excuse. But, being away from 
jibraries—including my own, such as it is—I cannot just now refer to that 
book. As the approaching celebration of King Alfred will lead to a good 
deal of writing and talking about him, it seems worth while to call atten- 
tion to the risk of obsolete fables being revived. 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Jan. essrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrisxp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m. : 
0 VERSIONS : 

To two-sevenths of a Trust Estate of the value of £10,422; lady aged 58. 
Solicitors, Stanley Evans & Co., London. 

To one-sixth aod one-sixth of one-sixth of a re Estate of £10,960, on the 
decease without issue of a lady 68, with policy. 

To one-fourth of a moiety of £7,940 New Consols; two ladies aged 70 and 40; also 

To £1,700 first charge upon a Trust Estate; lady aged 70; he: reversion to’ one- 
fourth of a Trust ind, value £2,213, in Railway and Gas Stock and 
gage ; lady aged 70. 

Solicitors, Messrs. Douglas Norman & Co., London. 

To ———_ of Freehold Messuage, No. 1, Austinfriars value £600 per anaum ; 
lagy aged 57. Solicators, Messrs. Crosse & Sons, London. 

To ensudih of a Trust Fund of the value of £21,741 in Colonial Stock ; 
rentieman aged 75, Solicitor, C. E. London. 

To one-fourth of Trust Fund, value £27,120, m Colonial and Railway Stock; 
lady aged 72. Solicitors, Messrs. Winterbothams & Gurney, Chel! Cheltenham. 

POLICIKS : 

For £5,000 £2,500, £1,000, £600, £5(0, £400, £300, £300, £200. Solicitors, Messrs 
Hollams, Sons, Coward, & Hawksley; Messrs. Simpsun, Cullingford, Part- 
ington, & Bolland, London; and James H. Farquhar, Esq., Abergaveany. 

(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Dec. 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limairep in Cuasomry. 


B.C. Evectric Syxvicats, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before Moaday, Jan 23, 
to send their names and cesses, and the — ot their debts or Shinn, to 
Alfred Edward Maidlow Davis, 1 “teat! 2, Great Winchester st 

Bituxe Co, Limirep of Liqu iDATION) Creditors are required, on or before Feb 7, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to ‘Mr 
_ Davey, Bedford chmbrs, 24, Belford st, Plymouth. Bickle, Piymouth, solor to 
iquidator 

hes ape pE Kaar Goip Mixes, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 28, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
yee & Dashwood House, New Broad st. Kerly & Co, 14, Great | Winchester st, solors 
to liquidator 


Cycie Patents Synpicats, Limirep (1x Voitunrany Liguipatioy)—Creditors must send, 
on or — Jan 26, particulars of their claims, to Uarter & Co, 79, Wool Exchange, 


eman st 
J, Suaw & Co, LimiTep (in Liquipat a) =0 rediturs are uired, on or before Jan 24, to 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of iar debts or claims, to William 

bhaw, 25, Union st, Oldham 


Mort- | 





Jossrn 5 Cunsewtece, } Lixrr#p—Oredtor are required, o 
names and 4 eg ag 7 
14, 14, North John st, Liverpoul. Berry, Liverpool, solor for 
Loyxpox amp Panis Fivance anp Exrvonariox Co, —— are eae. on s 
before to send their names addresses, and 
—* frank Frank Hall 9 and 10, Fenchurch st. ee ete On Creed on 
Great St Helens, solors for liquidator 
Nationat Cycis asp Motor-Car Insurance Co, Lamrrep (1s Ligurpation) wet 
are required, on or before Feb 11. to toed their maine and addromen, particulars 
of their debts or claims, to W. B. Peat & Co, 3, Lothbury. Seale & Seen, 5, Conty 
sq, solors to liquidators 
Scrv eunnene Manmane Grama ATE, Lanrue—Couiens are ues on or before Jae ". 
seod names addresses, particulars debts or 
Thomas Myres Purday. ‘Watson & Co, Btocktaa on ‘Tees, solors to liquidator 
Sincer Cyciz Co (Russa), Loatrep —Creditors are required, on or before Jan 23, to send 
their names and addresses, and of their aebts and claims, to John frederick 
Rueger, care of Hughes & Masser, 11, Little Park st, Coventry, solors to liquidator 
| FRIENDLY SOCIETIES gpreent ag 
Bioomine Rose Faiexpty Sick anp Buaiat Society, Liverpool. 
Cuxator Moor Caruotic Worxinc Men’s Cius, Cleator Moor, Cumberiand. Dec 5 
Tonaus Env Frienpiy Society, Fen, 
London Gasette.—Tuxspay, Dec, 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep m CHanozny. 





Dyspwrese eed CoaL axe Gooee Co, Ty Re ~~, required, on or before 

Feb 8, to send their names addresses, particulars of their debts or claims, 

tw Grorge Hae Fraser, 81, Copthall av. Nicholson & Co, 24 Coleman st, solore for 
liq tor 

HAwNan’s Mes noneee SYNDICATE, Semrene—Gopiiion see are req on or before Jan 30, 
tu send in their names and and the particulars of claims or debts, to 
J. T. Webb, =, Blomfield House, London Wall 

One Dressino anp Gotp Extraction Co, et 4 are required, on or before 
April 24, to their names and addresses, and th of their debts or claims, 
to Hare Magnus and Harmon Sidney Baker, House, Copthall avenue. Bohm, 


| 2%, Uld Jewry, solor for liquidators 
| Rowe’s PAracow Cycie ano Sutxy Oo, Limrrso—Creditors are 
| Feb1l, to their names and adi and the 
| Thomas Cresswell, 72, Bishopsgate st 
liquidator 
Coane. Rirrox & Co, ges pn by 
es and 


the particulars of 
Butterell, Imperial Sie Bowlalley lane, Hull. Walker & 
| liquidator 
Sxantx & Henaiya, Luured (x Liquipatios)—Creditors are required, on 
my to send their names esses, and the particulars of 
Edward Herbert Willey, 
to liquidator 
Unitrep Orpnance ano Evorngraine Co, La Sena 
Feb 3. to names and addresses, 
William Edward Davies, Broad 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Binrietp Yourss’ Farenviy Socrery, = Berks Dec5 
Ivswicu Ravicat Civub, Stoke, Stoke, Suffolk Deo 








Waxnine To inTeNDING Hovss Puncuasgsrs anp Lessses.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary ments thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and ew eee m Messrs. Carter 
bros., 65, Victoria -street, Westminster. Fee quoted a receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 yeurs.)—[Apvr.] 








BANKRUPTCY NUTICEs. 
London Gasetie.—F aivay, Dec. 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Kine, Atrrep, Stratford, 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 
Maccoum, Groner, Off 
Worcester 


Mayy. Epwiy, Liverpool, 
Ord Dec 19 





Provision Dealer High Court 


enham, 
Pet Dec 6 
Chemist 


Braswey, som Sherwood st, Piccadill Coffeehouse 

Keeper Jan 2 at 12 Benkraptcy Tiige, Cazey et 

Briones, 7 Reece Macuux, Forest Hill, Kent, Grocer Dec 
80at12 24, Railwa: 


Bow. be ig "Rowaalh Derby, Gounty Cour 
Deo 30 at 3.30 


Worcs, Livery stable Pro- 
Ord Dec 20 

Liverpool Pet Deo 19 
st, 


Averix, WittiAm Hewens, Deddington, Oxford, Farmer | yauyp, Wiii1am, sen, Shelsley Beauchamp, Wores, 

Oxford PetNov15 Ord Decl? Farmer Worcester’ Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 anp, Burnley, Grocer Deo Exchange 
ag it Sy ate Tob Manchester Marks, Roeser, Oe Traveller Bovaron, wand, Burnley ween 

° et Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 Enwver, Chatham. ‘Tobacconist Jan 9 at 12 


Baxoxy, <a Be Bolton, Insurance Agent Bolton Pet Dec 
20 


Jouy, , ae st, Piccadilly circus, Coffee- 
Keeper Pet Nov18 Ord Dec 19 
Wavrer, Newhall, Derby, Co»nty Court 


Brasey, et Veo 8 Ord 


Bow er, Oszors, Joun, By 





Mocasuam, 22 Wares C, Paige row, Financial Agent High 
Dec 20 
Mowtcomery, H B, Old Broad st Court Pet Aug 22 
Ora Dec 21 nat me 


Baicvey 
116, High st, Rochester > 
Casre.t, Jou Bacxuovss, Carshalton, Surrey, Cycle 
Agent Dec 30 at 11.30 24, Ratlway app, Londen 


Cab Proprietor High Court 





hh ae et Dec 19 Ord Deo 19 mt Pet Dec s ae yt on en a? ’ opt 
IGDEN, ERNEST, am, Io A, 8 

i9 Ord Dec 19 Qu tee is Joy, "Bolton, "Provision Dealer Bolton Pet | Crart, ALbERT, Charing Cross rd Jan Sati Bankruptcy 
Coargs, Toomas Burton, and Jouy Hatt Coates, South | st 


Shields, Provisioa Ketailers Newcastle on Tyne Pet | ne eee ee 


Dec 12 Ord | Ray, 


rd Dec 20 Reddi 
Cr = Atsanz, Charing Cross rd High Court Pet Nov Jans Re | “y 
6 Dec 19 


CurLer, JAmes, Harborne, eam, Builder Birm 
ham Pet Dec 21 urd Dec 2 ried ma Ty 
Davis, Cuagtes FreveRick, | Mosaic Artist BOWELL, Epwanrp, 
High Court Pet D-c19 Ord Dec 19 Birkenhead Pet 
Dixox, Martin Hovears. Cumberland, 
Driller Cockermouth Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 
a, J » Liverpool, Draper Livespost Pet Der6 Ord 
c 


Gevesk, Agruun, wameteds Clerk High Court Pet Dec 
21 Ord Dec 2 


Gairrivus, Chants, santo, Bath, Hairdresser Bath 
Pet bec 21 Ord Dec 
Gaivstev, Hoxace es 4 Harringay, Commercial Tra- 
veller High Court Pet Dec19 Urd Dec 19 
Hvrcuixson, govuan Lévencates, York, Gusier Dews- | 


Ord Dec 17 


Venger : es Henry, 


Wanste & Perens, 
Pet Dec 2 Ord Dec lv 





Lyne 


19 Ord Deo 19 Jan 4 ut 2.30 = 
Kewseu, &  Landng Leicester, Boot Mannfactarers | Bangg lene, Giayy Seen 
Leicester Pet Dec 6 Ord Deo 19 od st, 


Copthall chmbrs High Court | me Epxunp, 
10.80 6, Atheneum 


Urd Dec 20 
Ruopes, Ben, Bradford, Company’s Manager Bradford 
sheffield sheffield Pet Dec 21 Ord Deo 21 
Book keeper 


1 
SrAnFikip, Tuomas Coryetivs, Gosport, Hants, Builder 
Portemouth Pet Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 i 


wood, Bristol, Farmer 
Me Decal "Ord Decal” 


notice substituted for that 
M1 Kk Stalyteige, Hosier Ashton under 
MMACK, ENNETH, 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Dec 12 
bury Pet Dec 20 FIRST MEETINGS. 
om, | Bees, Piasmarl, Swansea, Saddler Swansea Pet | Ayers, Wut1.14m a, Lan ow ga Coal Merchant 


eS Jan 8 at 


Davis CuarLes Freperi Bayswater, Mosaic Artist 
Jan 3 at 12 yy my Carey st 

Dexevey, Taonas Anraur, Leather Factor 
+ ae 4at1230 Uff Rec, County bidgs, Sheep et, 

Greengrocer Jan 3 at 12 Off Rec, 
22, Tow, 

Ducasrs, vsomm, Fats 7) Glass Merchant Jan 8 at 12 

Off Rec, 36, V! Liverpool 

Foucner, Grorors oe ‘Wood Green Dec 30 at 12 

Git, Ropent, 80 at 2.30 Off Rec, Figtree 

Gramsuaw, W ot, Stock'Jobber Dec 90 at 
u Danbragee? ane st 


Grinstep, Horact THUR, y; Commnget 
Traveller Jan3at1 Bankruptcy 


Quest, ri Brom Olam, Tnurange get. Jan 8 a 1 


Hamme, Aocees, Anruvn, Holwell, Dorset, Cattle Dealer Jan 4 at 12 
Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury o 


Worcester, Draper | 


Chesbire, 


Dec 19 Dennis, JAMES, 
‘Park 


Sussex, Builders Brighton 


hoes Jandati’ 16, 
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— Wu11am Grorer, Devonport, Inventor Dec 30 at 
6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
Hour Cuasins Jawrs, 8 —— Boal jee = Dee 3 
30 City cl ndless Salisbury 

Horwoop, Freperick Win L1AM, Upton Park, Carpenter 
Jan 3ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Varey st 

Hvumenreys, Racnet, Aberdare, Coffee Tavern Keeper 
Dec 30 at 2 _ 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jacons, Harry Isaac, Folkestone, Insurance Agent Jan5 
st 9.15 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Jos, Ricnarp, Brixham, Devon, Fisherman Jan 8 at 11 
6, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Lampert, Harey, Bournemouth, 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisb 


ury 
Larren, Fraxyk Avoysivs, Acton Jan3at3 Off Rec, 95, | 


Temple chmbrs, Temple av 


Liarpet, Joux Evetyy, Hyde Park gate, Engineer Jan 6 


at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Maynarp, F & G, Homerton, nr Confec- | 


tioners Dec 30 at 12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Miies, Grorcx Epauyp, Coventry, Butcher Dec 30 at 12 
Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Nasu, Henry James, Bournemouth, Bootmaker Jan 4 at 
12.30 Off Rec, City chbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 
Norman, a Tuomas, Chelt-nham Dec 3lat3 County 
Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
OxpreivE, Joun, Blackawton, Devon, Farmer Jan 2 at 11 
6, Atheneum terr, Plymouth 
meee, Wiiuiam, Winchmore Hill, Builder Jan 5 at 3 
or Ree, 95, Temple chbrs, Temple av 
Penter, NATHANIEL, Polruan, Cornwall, Builder Dec 30 
at12 6, Athenzoum terr, Plymouw 
PowkL1, Thomas, me, Brecon, Farmer Jan 4 at 3 
2, Offa st, Hereforc 
Pratt, Joun, Hunslet Carr, Leeds Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 
Prout, Harry Saivt Crain, Chard, Somerset, Printer 
BS at2 Off Rec, 5n, Hammet st, Taunton 
QuiG.ey, Joun, Bolton, Provision Dealer Jan 4 at3 16, 
Wo 4 st, Bolton 
Ripeway, Epwarp, Ashby de la Zouch. Leicester, 
uiider Dec 30 ut 3 midiard Hotel, Station st, burton 
on Trent 
_— Hy Jonux Marty, and Atrrep Tuomas Roox.eper, 
Auctioneers Jan 5 at 11 Off Rec, 29, Queen 
oo « ‘ardiff 
Sarz, Eowarp James, Salisbury, Wilts, Coal Dealer Dec 
3latl Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 
Srarkry, Antnuoxy Epcar, ‘Tunbridge Wells, Hotel 
Jan 2 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 
bridg+ 


Sroxes, Epwin 
Horse Dealer 
Leicester 

Sumver, Wittiam, Bexhill, Shopfitter Jan 3 at3 Young 
& Sons, bid o. Hastings 

uddersfieid, Journeyman Plumber 


VautTrey, GrpEon, 
~— at12 Off Rec, 19, John William st, Hudders- 


Wi a tatuae, Southminster, Essex, Draper Jan 8 at 
3 Off Rec, 35, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Woop, , oa ac, Darwen, Lancs, Boot Maker Dec 30 at 12 
Off Rec, Byrom st, ‘Manchester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baroy, James, Bolton, Insurance Agent 
Dec20 Ord Dec 20 
Baxter, CHan_es ALBERT, Hartlebury, Worcesters, Com- 
mission Agent Kidderminster Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 19 
Bow.er, Watrer, Newhall, Derbys, County Court 
Bailiff Burton on Trent Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 
Bravine, Jonn Mipianz, Ryde, I of W, Tailor Newport 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 20 
Cooxr, Re 5 sen, and CHar_es Cooke, jun, Clapton 
a Corn Dealers High Court Pet Dec 12 Ord 


Fa Tg Devon, Builder 
ret 


Darsy, em _ = Stock Broker 
PetNov65 ord Dec 21 
Davis, CuaRies FREDERICK, Bayswater, Mosaic Artist 
h Court Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 
Cumberland, 


Jan 3 at 11 


Wiitiam, Great Bowden, Leicester, 
Jan 6 at 8 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 


Bolton Pet 


Crocker, "eis _ Plymouth 
Dec 8 


Liverpool 


Dixox, Martin Ho.cars, Workington, 
Driller Cockermouth Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 19 
a Epwix, Battersea High Court Pet Oct 4 


Epwarps, Mary Ex amen Ely, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff 
Pet Dee 13 Ord Dec 1 

Ouanene Ben Se Dover, Fruiterer Canterbury 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 20 

Gairriras, CHARLES, Yee vr Bath, Hairdresser Bath 
Pet Dec. 21 Ord Dec 

Grinstev, Horace ‘aoe R, Harringay, iaaneeial 
Traveller High Court Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 1 

Gust, THomas, a Inswance Agent Oldham Pet 

19 


Nov 2 Ord 
nf * seed Promoter 


Haywoop, A.rrep, Basinghall 
High Court Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 
Hinscuserc, Heinarcn Jouan Gust tod Rosert, Great St 
Helens High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Dec 16 
Horwoop, Frepericxk WIM, a Park, Carpenter 
High Court Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 1 
Hourcuinson, Aupert, Liversedge, York, Currier Dews- 
Pet Dec 20 Ord Dec 20 
Os, Same, Swansea, Saddier Swansea Pes Dec19 Ord 
¥ 


Lever, Cuarzs, mete, Law Stationer Manchester 
Pet Nov 16 Ord Dec 2 

Matiaparn, Hersert J, Liste Provision Merchant 
Laverpool Pet Nov ig Ora Dee 19 

Poo.e, CHARLES, nee. rd, — Victualler High 
Court Ord Lec 

Quic.ey, Jouy, Reteen, Provi ravty ‘Dealer Bolton Pet Dec 
16 Ord Lec 19 

Ray, James Renann, Redditch, Worcesters, Draper Bir- 

~ afock Ord Dec 20 

Reopss, Bey, Tiradfo Com 's Manager Bradford 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 ar 

Rows" Groner, Bhedbeld Sheffield Pet Dec 21 Ord 





, Sims, Aveesy B, Wandsworth High Court Pet Oct 21 
Ord Dee 15 


gr anereLp, THomas Conwexrus, Gosport, Builder Ports- 
mouth Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Suuver, WriiiaM, Bexhill, Shopfitter Hastings Pet Dec 
16 Ord Dec 20 


TriscHLER, Farperick ALFRED Sueprarp, Copthall avenue, 
Financial Agent High Court Pet June 27 Ord 
Dec 19 

Briepen, Ernest, Chatham, Tod ist 
Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 


o_o 


Pet 





| Wuire, Tuowas, Swansea, Mason Swansea Pet Dec 16 
Fruiterer Jan 4 at 1 | Ord Dec 19 


Woop, Heyry Wit11AM, Dover, Butcher Canterbury Tet 
Dec9 Ord Dec 20 

Wren, Jaurs, Newbridge on Wye, Radnor, Builder New- 
town Pet Dec7 Ord Dec21 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avooss, ¥ Francis _serwane, Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet 
Dec Ord Dec 22 


23 

Bay.es, yg Baty Windsor, Newspaper Correspondent 
Windsor Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 17 

Biacxmorr, Witti1am GrorGr, Dawlith, Devons, Butcher 
Exeter Pet Dec 21 Dec 21 

Buakey, Tuomas Hayton, Starbeck. York, Licensed 
Victualler York Pet Vec8 Ord Dec 22 

DerpysHire, WILLIAM Henry, and Amuaose Derpysaine, 
Dunstable, Beds, Auctioneers Luton Pet Dec 22 
Ord Dec 22 

Hewsoy, Epwarp, and Rauru Goveem, Rochdale, Joiners 
Rochdale Pet Dec 22 c 22 

Humste, James, Lanchester, ot adh Innkeeper Durham 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

Kwapp, Rupert Coances Darvitt, Sheffield, Pork Butcher 
Sheffield Pet Dec 9 Dec 22 

Lixyargp, WILLIAM, ee Yorks, Joiner Bradford Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Dec 2 

ros Harry, Dudley, Confectioner Dudley Pet Dec 22 

Dec 22 


Boperts, THomas Jonn, Capel Curig, Carnarvons, Licensed 
Victualler Portmadoc Pet ae: 21 Ord Dec 2t 
Wippicomse, Cuaries Beprorp, Exeter, Joiner Exeter 
Pet Dec 23 Dee 238 
Amended notice substituted for that peeeeees in the 
London Gazette of Dec 20 


Fanquparson, Duncan CAMPBELL, Tottenham, Draper 
Edmonton Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 15 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Krause, Cart Fritz, Commercial st, Commercial  ~ eae 
High Court Rec Ord Nov 16,1898 Resc Dec 2 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bartow, GrorGE, Ticklerton, Salop, Farmer 
Uff Rec, 42, 8t John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

BLacKMORE, Wituas GrorcE, Uawlish, Devons, Butcher 
Jan 4at 10.45 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Ex 

Buiakey, Tuomas Hayton, "Stari Yor! Vic- 
tualler Jan 5 at 12.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 

Grirritus, CHARLES, Twerton, nr Bath, Hairdresser Jan 
4at1245 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Ler, ALFRED Henry, Bedminster ~~ Baker 
at 12.15 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristo! 

Marin, ALBERT Epwarp, Gorleston, Norfolk, Grocer Jan 
7ati2 Off Rec, 8, King et, Norwich 

Minumack, Kennertu, Stalybridge, oe Hosier Jan4 
at 2.30 Otf Kec, Byrom st, Mancheste 

er; Rosert, Wolverhampton, pd Jan 38 at 11.30 

ff Rec, Wolverhampton 

Sum, Ric HARD Rossiter, Epsom, Surrey, Insurance 

fons Jan 3 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 
ridge 

Pennincton, Saint OswaLp, Wolverhampton, Architect 
Jan3atll Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Puitvips, the Rev. AnTHur, Bacup, Lancs Jan 6 at 11.15 

aE aot Shee 3 

RHopEs, Bey, 0) mpany’s r Jan bat 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

SAUNDERS, FRANK, Brewood, nr Wolverhampton, Latch- 
maker Jan 8at12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

SranFicLp, Tuomas Corne.ivs, Gosport, Hants, Builder 
Jan 3 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Sranrorp, Grorcr, Wolverhampton, Fruiterer Jan 3 at 
12.30 Off Ree, *Wolverhamp ton 

Tow, — » Caries Henry, Hayle, Cornwall Jan 5 at 12 

Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Vee James Henry, Kingswood, or ~ etre Farmer 
Jan4at12 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristo 

Vier, Ernest, Leeds, Grocer Jan 4 at Ty Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

West, James, Osmondthorpe, Leeds, Farmer Jan 4 at 12 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Avcort, Fraxcis Howarp, Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 


Bays, Frepericx, Windsor, Newspaper Correspondent 
Windsor Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 21 

Be.cner, Epwarp Macuix, Forest Hill, Grocer Green- 
wich Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 22 

Dexsysnine, WittiAM Henry, and Amprose DeRpysulire, 
Dunstable, Beds, Auctioneers Luton Pet Dec 22 
Ord Dec 22 


Farquuarson, Duncan CAMPBELL, qetteniom, Draper 
Xdmonton Pet Nov 21 Dee 2: 
Hewson, Epwarp, and Ra.pu dmdend Rochdale, Joineis 
Rochdale Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 
Huse, James, ~ 7% Durham, Innkeeper Durbam 
Pet Dee 21 Ord De 
Bradford 


Linyagp, WIL11am, Comiiog, Yorks, Joiner 
Fet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 
Pax me Paes, Dudley, Confectioner Dudley Pet Dec 22 
Rozexrts, Tuomas Jouy, bos * Curig, Carnarvons, Licensed 
Victualler Portmadoc Pet Dec21 Ord Dec 2i 


Jan 11 at 8 


Jan 4 





R. CUTHBERT SPURLING, 
B.C.L. (Oxford), First Class Honours, late 
of Christ urech, Editor of “‘Smith’s Common 
continues to PREPARE, personally or in small 
for the Bar, and for Oxford, Cambridge, and D 
Legal Examinations. 
Mr. C. Spurling sent up 44 pupils for the Bar E 





tions of 1897, of whom 39 June, 1898, B. CL. 
ford), gained by a pupil. 3 
Address, 11, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0, 
N R. UTTLEY, Solicitor, continues 
any and successfully PREPARE CANDID, 
orally and t. for the SOLICITORS’ and 
PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and FINAL, 
LE B. Examinations. Terms from £1 1s. per 
Many Pupits HAVE TAKEN Honovuns.—For furthers 
and copies of “ <_ on mr euares s Commenta 
ints on Criminal La dress, 17, B: 
bert-square, Sienchestes 
\anmep, a competent and ene 
Conveyancing Clerk, about 35, capable of % 


e of conveyancing department aad company work 
mit man pref 


charg 
a “City solicitor’s office; u 


highest ae as to character necessary.—Addre 
uired, W., care of J. W. Vickers) 


stating 
N re Bf —_—i. 


N° SUCCESS, NO FEE. — Independ 

Gentleman, with legal experience, undertakes © 
dential Missions and Inquiries; out-of-pockets in ' 
event. —k, Maybank, Staplehurst. 





R=. SAMUEL BAYLISS, Deceased. 
Solicitors and others.—Any person having in 
custody, or having knowledge of the existence of a 
executed by the late Samvugt Bayuiss, of 5, H r 
terrace, Regent’s Park, in the County of Middlesex, 
Contractor, who died on the 27th day of November, 18 
requested to communicate immediately with Joun Ba 
Esq., Bellair, Havant, who, in the absence of any kx 
Will, has been ———- administrator of his estate 
effects. Any person producing the last Will of the dass dece 
or giving trustworthy information regarding it will 
remunerated for his trouble.—December 29, 1898. 


Just Published. 
New Digest of English Case Law, 16 —) ; Lon cash, 
Lewin on Trusts, 10th ed.; net cash, £1 
Tudor’s Real Property, &c., Cases, 4th A ; on cash, 
Woodfall’s Zs se and Tenant, 16th ed.; net 
£1 10s q 
N.B. —New Editions of Key and Elphinstone’s Con 
po fh and Prideaux’s Conveyancing are expected qu 
orti: 
Allowanes made for Old Editions of above Works and fi 
other Law Books that have any Value. 


THE KELLY LAW- BOOK COMPANY, LTO, 


LINCOLN’S-INN-GATE, CAREY-ST., LONDON, Wi 





ANTED, No. 3 of Vol. XLI. of 
* Solicitors’ Journal,’’ dated November 14th, 
6d. per res be paid for same at the Office, 27, a 
cery-lan 


RIENT COMPANY’S 
CRUISES. 
The Steamship “ LUSITANIA,” 3,912 tons regi 
Will leave London (Tilbury) 11th January 
For the WEST INDIES and BERMUDA, 
And arrive back in London 13th March, 1890, 
The Poet an | od will be visited :—TENEE 
BARBADO 'RINIDAD, 


GRENADA, ST. L 
MARTINIQUE, SANTA CRUZ, JAMAICA, 
(Santiago), BERMODA, and MADEIRA. “Y¥ 
afloat in the West Indies is most like a glorious sum 
and at such a time—when yachts and steam law 
are laid up at yey trip should be taken.” 
The ss. ORIENT, 5 ms register, will make the # 
Cruise to SICILY, EY PRUS. PALESTINE, EGY! 
&c., leaving London 15th February, and arriving 
11th April. 





PLBEASU 


Managers : F. Green & Co.; Anderson, Anderson, &@ 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue. 


For passage apply to the latter firm at 5, Fez - 
ovat, Eooken! :C.; or to the West-End Branch ¢ 0 
16, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 





blished by authoritj 
LONDON and RY VERTISEM 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, 


STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement 
pie aeae the attention of the 

oo x AA f all pro form 
fif fang in the insertion 0’ ro forma 
rd pom hereby solicits their soutiomet uppo 
Forms, Gat, for — Notices to Creditors and 
solutions of with necessary Decla 
Official stamps for sdivertioaments and file of * 
Gasette” kept. By appointment, 











FAN OI SIN 


ABamktea_iwm —_#@w 





